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Abstract. Let R be a semiprime ring. A mapping F : R — R (not necessarily additive) is called
a multiplicative (generalized) reverse derivation if there exists a map d : R — R (not necessarily a
derivation nor an additive map) such that F(xy) = F(y)x + yd(x) for all z,y € R. In this paper
we investigate some identities involving multiplicative (generalized) reverse derivation and prove
some theorems in which we characterize these mappings.
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1. Introduction

Let R be an associative ring. The centre of R is denoted by Z(R). For z,y € R,
the symbol [z, y] will denote the commutator zy — yz and the symbol z o y will denote
the anticommutator xy + yz. Recall that a ring R is prime if for any a,b € R, aRb =0
implies ¢ = 0 or b = 0 and a ring R is semiprime if for any a € R, aRa = 0 implies
a = 0. An additive map d : R — R is called a derivation if d(zy) = d(x)y + zd(y) for
all z,y € R. The concept of derivation was extended to generalized derivation by Bresar
[2]. An additive map F' : R — R is said to be a generalized derivation if there exists
a derivation d : R — R such that F(zy) = F(x)y + xd(y) for all z,y € R. Daif [4]
introduced the concept of multiplicative derivation. A map D : R — R is said to be a
multiplicative derivation if it satisfies D(zy) = D(x)y + xD(y) for all z,y € R. Daif and
Tammam El-Sayiad [5] extended the concept of multiplicative derivation to multiplicative
generalized derivation. A mapping F' : R — R is said to be a multiplicative generalized
derivation if there exists a derivation d on R such that F(zy) = F(z)y + zd(y) for all
xz,y € R. In this definition if we take d to be a mapping not necessarily a derivation nor
an additive map, then F is said to be a multiplicative (generalized)-derivation which was
introduced by Dhara and Ali [7]. Dhara and Ali [7] studied the following identities related
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on multiplicative (generalized) derivation on a semiprime ring: (i)F(zy) + 2y € Z(R),
(7)) F(xy) £yz € Z(R), (iii)F(x)F(y) £ oy € Z(R) and (iv)F(x)F(y) £ yzr € Z(R) for all
x,1y in some suitable subset of a semiprime ring R.

The concept of reverse derivation was first time introduced by Herstein [8]. A mapping
d : R — R which satisfies d(zy) = d(y)z + yd(x) for all z,y € R is called a reverse
derivation. Further Bresar and Vukman [3] studied the reverse derivation. Aboubakr and
gonzalez [1] generalized the notion of reverse derivation by introducing generalized reverse
derivation. An additive map F' : R — R is said to be a generalized reverse derivation
if F(zy) = F(y)r + yd(z) holds for all z,y € R, where d is a reverse derivation of R.
Very recently Tiwari et al [11] defined multiplicative (generalized) reverse derivation. A
map F': R — R is said to be a multiplicative (generalized) reverse derivation if F'(zy) =
F(y)x + yd(z) holds for all z,y € R, where d is any map on R.

In the mentioned paper they proved commutativity of semiprime ring admitting a
multiplicative (generalized) reverse derivation satisfying one of the following conditions:
(i) F (@) F(y) = 2y = 0, (i6) F(x) Fy) + yz =0,

(i6i)F(zy) + [z,y] = 0, () F(2y) £ (zoy) =0,
(v)F(zy) £ F(2)F(y) =0,

for all x,y € I, a two sided ideal in a semiprime ring R.
As a line of investigation we study the following situations:
(O)F(z)F(y) £ oy € Z(R) forall z,y € I,

(1)) F(x)F(y) £yxr € Z(R) for all z,y € I,

(4i0) F(zy) £ [z,y] € Z(R) for all z,y € I,

(iw)F(zy) £xoy € Z(R) for all z,y € I,
(v)F(zy) £ F(y)F(z) € Z(R) forall x,y € 1,
(vi)[F(z),y] £ zy € Z(R) for all x,y € I,

(vit)F(x) oy £ay € Z(R) for all x,y € I,
(viti)[F(x),y] T yx € Z(R) for all x,y € I,
(tz)F(z)oy £yx € Z(R) forall z,y € I.

where [ is a non zero ideal in a semiprime ring R.

2. Preliminaries

Let R be a ring, we need the following basic identities which will be used in the proof
of our results. For any z,y,z € R,

[zy, 2] = z[y,2] + [z, 2]y and [z, y2] = ylz, 2] + [z,9]2.
o(yz) = (voy)z—ylx,z] =y(roz)+[z,yl2
(zy)oz = z(yoz)—[z,zly = (zo2)y+zly,z]

For any subset S of R, we will denote rg(5) the right annihilator of S in R, that is
rr(S) = {x € R|Sz = 0} and by [g(S) the left annihilator of S in R, that is, Ig(S) =
{z € R|zS = 0}. If rr(S) = Ir(S), then rg(S) is called an annihilator of R and is
written as anng(S). For given x,y € R, set [z,ylo = z, [z,y]1 = [z,y] = vy — yz and
[:L',y]k = [[x7y]k*17y] for k> 1.
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Moreover, we shall require the following known results.

Lemma 2.1. [9, Corollary 1] If R is a semiprime ring and I is an ideal of R, then
rr(I) = (1)

Lemma 2.2. [9, Corollary 2] If R is a semiprime ring and I is an ideal of R, then
INnanng(I) = 0.

Lemma 2.3. [6, Fact-4] Let R be a semiprime ring, d a nonzero derivation of R such that
z[[d(x),x],xz] = 0 for all z € R, then d maps R into its centre.

3. Main Results

Theorem 3.1. Let R be a semiprime ring and F' be a non-zero multiplicative (generalized)
reverse derivation associated with a map d, I be a non-zero ideal of R. If F(x)F(y)txy €
Z(R) for all x,y € I, then [d(x),z] =0 for all x € I.

Proof By the hypothesis, we have

F(z)F(y) +zy € Z(R) for all z,y € I. (3.1)

Substituting zy for y in (3.1) and using the definition of multiplicative (generalized) reverse
derivation, we find

F(z)F(y)z + F(x)yd(z) + zzy — xyz + zyz € Z(R) for all z,y,z € I.

This implies that

(F(z)F(y) + xy)z + F(z)yd(z) + z[z,y] € Z(R). (3.2)
Commuting (3.2) with z and using (3.1), we get

[F(z)yd(2), z] + [z]z,y], 2] =0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.3)
Replacing z by zz in (3.3), we obtain

[(F(2)z 4 zd(2))yd(2), 2] + [z2]2,y], 2] = 0.

Therefore we get

[F(z)zyd(2), z] + [zd(2)yd(z), z] + [zx[z,y], z] = 0. (3.4)
Replacing y by zy in (3.3), we get

[F(2)zyd(z), z] + [xz[z,y], 2] = 0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.5)
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Subtracting (3.5) from (3.4), we obtain
[zd(2)yd(2), 2] + [[2, ][z, 4], 2] = 0. (3.6)
Substituting yz for y in (3.6), we obtain
[zd(2)yzd(2), 2| + [[2, z][z, y], 2]z = 0. (3.7)
Right multiplying (3.6) by z and subtracting from (3.7), we get
[xd(2)y[d(z),z],2] =0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.8)
Replacing z by d(z)z in (3.8) and using (3.8), we find
[d(2), z]zd(2)y[d(2),z] = 0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.9)
Substituting zy for y in (3.9), we obtain
[d(2), z]Jzd(z)zy[d(2), z] = 0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.10)
Substituting zz for = in (3.9), we get
[d(2), z]Jzzd(2)y[d(2),z] = 0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.11)
Subtracting (3.11) from (3.10), we have
[d(2), z]z[d(z), z]y[d(z),z] = 0 for all x,y,z € I.

This implies that (I[d(z), 2])* = 0. Since a semiprime ring has no non-zero nilpotent left
ideal, we get I[d(z),z] = 0 for all z € I. Therefore, we get [d(z),z] € I Nanng(I). By
Lemma 2.2, we get [d(z), z] = 0 for all z € I. By using similar argument, we arrive at the
same conclusion for F(z)F(y) —zy € Z(R) for all x,y € I.

Theorem 3.2. Let R be a semiprime ring and F' be a non-zero multiplicative (generalized)
reverse derivation associated with a map d, I be a non-zero ideal of R. If F(x)F (y) tyx €
Z(R) for all x,y € I, then [d(x),z] =0 for all x € I.

Proof By assumption, we have
F(z)F(y) +yx € Z(R) for all z,y € I. (3.12)
Replacing y by zy in (3.12), we get
F(z)(F(y)z +yd(2)) + zyx + yxz —yxz € Z(R) for all x,y,z € I.
This implies that

(F(x)F(y) + yx)z + F(x)yd(2) + [z,yz] € Z(R) (3.13)
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Commuting (3.13) with z and using (3.12), we obtain
[F(z)yd(z), 2] + [[2,yz], 2] = 0 for all z,y,z € I.

This implies that
[F(2)yd(2), 2] + [ylz, =], 2] + [z, ylz, 2] = 0. (3.14)

Replacing = by zz in (3.14), we obtain
[F(x)zyd(z), 2] + [zd(2)yd(2), 2] + [yz[z, x], 2] + [[2, y]zz, 2] = 0. (3.15)
Substituting zy for y in (3.14), we obtain
[F(x)zyd(2), z] + [zy[z, z], 2] + [2]2, y]z, 2] = 0. (3.16)
Subtracting (3.16) from (3.15), we get
[zd(2)yd(2), 2] + [ly, 2][z, =], 2] + [[[2, 9], 2]z, 2] = 0. (3.17)
Replacing z by xz in (3.17), we obtain
[z2d(2)yd(2), 2] + [y, 2|2, x], 2]z + [[[2, y], 2]z, 2]z = O (3.18)
Right multiplying (3.17) by z and subtracting from (3.18), we get
[z[d(2)yd(z),z],z] =0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.19)

This implies that
[z, z][d(2)yd(2), z] + z[[d(z)yd(z), 2], z] = 0. (3.20)

Substituting uz for x in (3.20), we get

ulz, z][d(2)yd(2), z] + [u, z]z[d(2)yd(2), 2| + uz[[d(2)yd(2), 2], z] = 0. for all z,y, z,u € I.

Left multiplying (3.20) by u and subtracting from (3.21), we obtain 20
[u, z]z[d(2)yd(z), z] = 0 for all z,y,z,u € I. (3.22)

Putting u = d(z)yd(z) in (3.22), we get
(I[d(2)yd(z), 2])*> = 0 for all y,z € I. (3.23)

Since a semiprime ring has no non-zero nilpotent left ideal, therefore we get
Ild(z)yd(z), z] = 0, this implies that [d(z)yd(2), z)] € I Nanngr(I). By Lemma 2.2, we get
[d(z)yd(z), z] = 0. This implies that

d(z)yd(z)z — zd(2)yd(z) = 0 for all y, z € I. (3.24)
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Replacing y by yd(z)w in (3.24), we get
d(2)yd(z)wd(z)z — zd(z)yd(z)wd(z) = 0 for all y, z,w € I. (3.25)
Using (3.24), (3.25) gives
d(z)yzd(z)wd(z) — d(z)yd(z)zwd(z) = 0.

This implies that
d(2)yld(z), zJwd(z) = 0 for all y, z,w € I.

This yields that [d(z), z]y[d(z), zJw[d(2), 2] = 0 for all y, z,w € I. That is (I[d(z), z])* = 0
for all z € I. Since a semiprime ring has no non-zero nilpotent left ideal, we get I[d(z), z] =
0 which implies that [d(2), z] € INanngk(I). By Lemma 2.2, we get [d(2), z] = 0. Similarly
we can prove the result for the case F(z)F(y) —yz € Z(R) for all z,y € I.

Theorem 3.3. Let R be a semiprime ring and F' be a non-zero multiplicative (generalized)
reverse derivation associated with a map d, I be a non-zero ideal of R. If F(zy) + [x,y] €
Z(R) for all x,y € I, then x[d(x),x]y =0 for all x € I.

Proof By the hypothesis, we have
F(zy) + [x,y] € Z(R) for all z,y € I. (3.26)
Replacing z by zz in (3.26), we get
F(zy)z + zyd(z) + z[z,y] + [2,y]xr € Z(R) for all z,y,z € I.
This implies that
(F(zy) + [z, y])z + zyd(2) + [2, [z, y]] + [z, y]z € Z(R). (3.27)
Commuting (3.27) with z and using (3.26), we get
[xyd(z), 2] + [[2, [z, y]], 2] + [z, y]z, 2] = 0 for all x,y,z € I. (3.28)
Replacing y by zy in (3.28), we get
[zzyd(2), 2] + [[2, [z, 2y]], 2] + [[2, zy]x, 2] = 0.

[xzyd(2), 2] + [[2, z[x, y] + [, 2]y, 2] + [2]z, y]x, 2] = 0.
[w2yd(2), 2] + [[2, 2[z, yl], 2] + [[2, [@, 2]y], 2] + 2[[2, Y]z, 2] = 0.
This implies that

[v2yd(2), 2] + 2[[z, [z, 4]l 2] + [z, 2l[z, ), 2] + (2, [, 2]ly, 2] + 2[[z, 4lw, 2] = 0. (3.29)
Left multiplying (3.28) by z and subtracting from (3.29), we obtain

[z, z|lyd(z), 2] — [[x, Z][z, 9], 2] — [[2, [, 2]]y, 2] = O for all z,y,z € I. (3.30)
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Replacing y by yz in (3.30), we get
[z, 2]yzd(2), 2] — [[x, ][z, 4], 2]z — [z, [2, 2]}y, 2]z = 0. (3.31)
Right multiplying (3.30) by z and subtracting from (3.31), we obtain
[z, x]yld(z), 2], 2] = 0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.32)
Substituting zd(z) for x in (3.32), we get
[2[z,d(2)]y[d(2), z],z] = 0 for all y, z € I. (3.33)
Replacing y by yz in (3.33), we obtain
[2[d(z2), z]yz[d(z), 2], z] = 0 for all y, z € I.
This implies that
2[d(2), 2]yz[d(2), 2]z — 22[d(2), 2]yz[d(z), 2] = 0. (3.34)
Replacing y by yz[d(z), zJw in (3.34), we get

2[d(2), 2]yz[d(2), 2Jwz[d(2), 2]z — 2%[d(2), 2]yz[d(2), ZJwz[d(2), 2] = O for all y, z,w € I.

(3.35)
Using (3.34) in (3.35), (3.35) yields that
2ld(2), 2ly22[d(2), Jwz[d(2), 2] — 2[d(2), 2lyz[d(2), 2)zw2[d(z), 2] = 0.
This implies that
2[d(2), 2lylzld(2), 2], 2Jw2[d(2), 2] = 0 for all y, z,w € I.
After a simple calculation this gives that
[2[d(2), 2], 2ly[2[d(2), 2], 2]w[z[d(2), 2], 2] = 0. (3.36)

This implies that
(I[z]d(2), 2], 2])*> = 0 for all z € I.

Since a semiprime ring has no non-zero nilpotent left ideal, we get I[z[d(z), 2], 2] = 0 for
all z € I. This implies that [z[d(z), z],z] € I Nanngr(l). By Lemma 2.2, we get that
[2[d(2), 2], 2] = 0 that is z[d(z), z]2 = 0 for all z € I. By using similar argument we can
get the result for the case F(zy) — [z,y] € Z(R) for all z,y € I.

Theorem 3.4. Let R be a semiprime ring and F be a non-zero multiplicative (generalized)
reverse derivation associated with a map d, I be a non-zero ideal of R. If F(xy) L+ zoy €
Z(R) for all x,y € I, then x[d(x),x]y =0 for all x € I.
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Proof By the hypothesis, we have
F(zy)+ 2oy € Z(R) for all z,y € 1. (3.37)
Replacing = by zz in (3.37), we get
F(zy)z + zyd(z) + z(x oy) — [2,ylz + (xoy)z — (xoy)z € Z(R) for all z,y,z € I.
This implies that
(F(zy) + zoy)z +ayd(z) + [z,x 0y] — [2,y]z € Z(R). (3.38)
Commuting (3.38) with z and using (3.37) we get
[zyd(2), 2] + [[z,z o y], 2] — [[z,y]x, 2] = 0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.39)
Substituting zy for y in (3.39), we obtain
[z2yd(2), 2] + [[z,x o 2y], 2] — 2]z, y]z, 2] = 0.
This implies that
[z2yd(2), 2] + [, 2(z 0 y) + [z, 2]y], 2] — [2[2, ylz, 2] = 0.
A simple calculation yields that
[xzyd(2), 2] + z[[z, x o y], 2] + [[z, 2][2, ¥], 2] + [[7, [, 2]]y, 2] — 2]z, y]x, 2] = 0.  (3.40)
Left multiplying (3.39) by z and subtracting from (3.40), we obtain
[, 2lyd(2), 2] — [l 2z, 9], 2] — [z [, 2, 2] = 0. (3.41)

This is the same as (3.30) in Theorem 3.3. Then by the same argument as we have used
in Theorem 3.3, we get the result. In the similar manner the conclusion can be obtained
for the case F(xy) —zoy € Z(R) for all z,y € I.

Theorem 3.5. Let R be a semiprime ring and F be a non-zero multiplicative (gen-
eralized) reverse derivation associated with a map d, I be a non-zero ideal of R. If
F(zy) £ F(y)F(z) € Z(R) for all z,y € I, then z[d(x),x]y =0 for all z € I.

Proof By the hypothesis, we have
F(zy) + F(y)F(x) € Z(R) for all z,y € I. (3.42)
Replacing z by zz in (3.42), we get

F(zy)z + zyd(z) + F(y)F(z)z + F(y)zd(z) € Z(R) for all z,y,z € I. (3.43)
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Commuting (3.43) with z and using (3.42), we have
[zyd(z),z] + [F(y)xzd(z),z] = 0 for all z,y,z € I.

Replacing y by 22 and applying definition of F in (3.44), we get

[222d(2), 2] + [F(2)22d(2), 2] + [2d(2)xd(2), 2] = 0.

Replacing = by zz and y by z in (3.44), we get
[zx2d(2), 2] + [F(2)zxd(2),2] = 0 for all z,z € I.

Subtracting (3.46) from (3.45), we obtain

[z, 2]2d(2), 2] + [2d(z)zd(z),2] = 0 for all z, 2z € I.

Substituting zx for x in (3.47), we get

z[[x, 2]zd(z), 2] + [zd(z)zxd(2), 2] = 0.
Left multiplying (3.47) by z and subtracting from (3.48), we obtain

[z[d(2), z]zd(z),z] = 0 for all x,z € I.
Substituting zz for z in (3.49), we get

[2[d(2), z]zzd(2),2] =0 for all z,z € I.
Right multiplying (3.49) by z and subtracting from (3.50), we get

[2[d(2), z]z]d(z), 2], 2] = 0 for all z,z € I.

725

(3.44)

(3.45)

(3.46)

(3.47)

(3.48)

(3.49)

(3.50)

(3.51)

This is the same as (3.33) in Theorem 3.3. Then by using the same technique as we have
used in Theorem 3.3, we get the result. In a similar manner we can prove the result for

the case F(zy) — F(y)F(x) € Z(R) for all z,y € I.

An immediate consequence of above Theorems and together with Lemma 2.3 we have

the following corollary:

Corollary 3.1. Let R be a semiprime ring and F be a non-zero multiplicative (general-
ized) reverse derivation associated with a non-zero derivation d : R — R. Then d maps R

into Z(R), the centre of R if for all z,y € R, one of the following holds:

(1) F(zy) + [z, 9] € Z(R).
(i) F(xy) £z oy € Z(R).
(tit)F(zy) £ F(y)F(z) € Z(R).
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Theorem 3.6. Let R be a semiprime ring and F' be a non-zero multiplicative (generalized)
reverse derivation associated with a map d, I be a non-zero ideal of R. If [F(x),y]| £ zy €

Z(R) for all x,y € I, then [d(x),z] =0 for all x € I.
Proof By the hypothesis, we have
[F(z),y] + 2y € Z(R) for all z,y € I. (3.52)
Replacing z by zz in (3.52), we get
[F(z)z 4+ zd(2),y] + zzy + zyz — zyz € Z(R) for all z,y,z € I.
This gives that
F(2)[z,y] + [F(z),ylz + z[d(2),y] + [z, y]d(z) + zyz + [z, 2y] € Z(R). (3.53)
Commuting (3.53) with z and using (3.52), we obtain
[F(2)[z,9], 2] + [2[d(2), 9], 2] + [z, y]d(2), 2] + [z[2, y] + [, 2]y, 2] = 0.
This implies that
[F(2)[z,y], 2] + [2[d(2), 9], 2] + [z, yld(2), 2] + [2[2, 9], 2] + [[2, 2]y, 2] = 0. (3.54)
Substituting yz for y in (3.54), we get
[F(2)[2, 9], 2]z + [zyld(2), 2], 2] + [x]d(2), 4], 2]z + [y[z, 2]d(2), 2]
+[z, y]zd(2), 2] + [z[z, 9], 2]z + [[2, x]y, 2]z = 0. (3.55)
Right multiplying (3.54) by z and subtracting from (3.55), we obtain
[z, yld(2)z, 2] — [zyld(2), 2], 2] — [ylz, 2]d(2), 2] — [[x, y]zd(2), 2] = 0. (3.56)
This implies that
[xyd(z)z—yzd(2)z—xyd(2)z4xyzd(2), 2| —[yrzd(2)—yzzd(z), 2] —[ry2zd(2) —yxzd(2), 2] = 0.
After a simple calculation this yields that
[y[xd(2), z],z] = 0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.57)
Replacing = by d(z)x in (3.57), we get
[y[d(z)zd(z),z],2z] =0 for all z,y,z € I. (3.58)

This is the same as (3.19) in Theorem 3.2. We can complete the proof by using similar
technique as we have used in Theorem 3.2. In the similar manner the conclusion can be
obtained for [F(z),y] —zy € Z(R) for all z,y € I.

Using similar technique with some necessary variations, we can prove the following:
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Theorem 3.7. Let R be a semiprime ring and F' be a non-zero multiplicative (generalized)
reverse derivation associated with a map d, I be a non-zero ideal of R. If F(x)oytaxy €

Z(R) for all x,y € I, then [d(x),z] =0 for all x € I.

Theorem 3.8. Let R be a semiprime ring and F' be a non-zero multiplicative (generalized)
reverse derivation associated with a map d, I be a non-zero ideal of R. If [F(z),y] £ yzx €

Z(R) for all x,y € I, then [F(x),x]2x =0 and z[d(z),z]2 =0 for all x € I.
Proof We begin with the situation
[F(z),y] +yz € Z(R) for all z,y € I.
Replacing y by yz in (3.59), we get
y[F(z),z] + [F(x),y]z + yzx + yrz —yzxz € Z(R) for all z,y,z € I.

This implies that

([F(2),y] + yz)z + y[F(2), 2] + ylz, 2] € Z(R).
Commuting (3.60) with z and applying (3.59), we obtain

[y[F(x), 2], z] + [y[z, 2], z] = 0 for all z,y,z € I.
Substituting zz for = in (3.61), we obtain

[y[F(z)z + xd(2), 2], 2] + [yz]z,z], 2] = 0 for all z,y,z € I.

This gives that
[ylF(x), 2], 2]z + [y[zd(2), 2], 2] + [y2[z, 2], 2] = 0.

Replacing y by ry in (3.62), we obtain

rlylF(2), 2], 2]z + [, 2ly[F(x), 2]z + rly[zd(2), 2], 2]

+[r, zly[xd(z), 2] + rlyz[z, x|, 2] + [r, z]yz[z, 2] = 0.

Left multiplying (3.62) by r and subtracting from (3.63), we get
[r, zJy{[F (z), z]z + [xd(2), z] + 2]z, 2|} = 0 for all z,y,z € [ and r € R.
In particular take x = z in (3.64), we obtain
[r, z]y{[F(2), 2]z + 2[d(2),2]} =0 for all y,z € I and r € R.
This implies that

[r, z]y[F(2)z + zd(z),2] = 0 for all y,z € [ and r € R.

(3.59)

(3.60)

(3.61)

(3.62)

(3.63)

(3.64)
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Since F' is a multiplicative (generalized) reverse derivation, we conclude that
[r, 2]y[F(2%),2] = 0 for all y, z € I and 7 € R. (3.65)
Putting r = F(2?) and using semiprimeness of R, we have
[F(2?%),2] =0 for all z € I.
Replacing yx in place of z in (3.59), we have
[F(x)y + zd(y),y] + y*x € Z(R) for all z,y € I.

That is
([F(z),y] + yx)y + [zd(y),y] + yly, x] € Z(R) for all z,y € I. (3.66)

Commuting (3.66) with y and using (3.59), we have

[[zd(v), y],y] + y[ly, x],y] =0 for all z,y € I. (3.67)

In particular for y = z in (3.67), we have z[d(x), z]z = 0 for all z € I. Since [F(z?),z] = 0.
It implies that

[F(z),z]z + z[d(z),z] =0 for all z € I. (3.68)

This can be written as [F(x), z]ox + x[d(x), z]s = 0 for all x € I. By using z[d(z), x]2 = 0.
This implies that [F(z),z]ex = 0 for all = € I, which is our desired result. In the similar
manner the conclusion can be obtained for the case [F(x),y] —yx € Z(R) for all z,y € I.

Using similar technique with some necessary variations, we can prove the following:

Theorem 3.9. Let R be a semiprime ring and F' be a non-zero multiplicative (generalized)
reverse derivation associated with a map d, I be a non-zero ideal of R. If F(z)oy+yx €
Z(R) for all x,y € I, then [F(x),x]2x =0 and z[d(z),z]2 =0 for all x € I.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS The authors are thankful to the referee for the valuable

comments and suggestions.

References

[1] Aboubakr, A. and Gonzalez, S., Generalized reverse derivations on semiprime rings,
Siberian Math. J. 56(2) (2015), 199-205.

[2] Bresar, M., On the distance of the composition of two derivations to the generalized
derivations, Glasgow Math. J. 33(1) (1991), 89-93.

[3] Bresar, M. and Vukman, J., On some additive mappings in rings with involution,
Aequat. Math. 38 (1989), 178-185.



REFERENCES 729

[4]

[5]

M. N. Daif, When is a multiplicative derivation additive, Int. J. Math. Math. Sci.
14(3) (1991), 615-618.

Daif, M.N., and Tammam El-Sayiad, M.S., Multiplicative generalized derivations
which are additive, East-west J. Math. 9(1) (1997), 31-37.

Dhara, B. and Ali, S., On n-centralizing generalized derivations in semiprime rings
with applications to C*-algebras, J. Algebra and its applications 11(6) (2012) paper
no-1250111, (11 Pages).

Dhara, B. and Ali, S., On multiplicative (generalized)-derivations in prime and
semiprime rings, Aequat. Math. 86 (1-2) (2013), 65-79.

Herstein, I.N., Jordan derivations of prime rings, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 8 (1957),
1104-1110.

Herstein, 1. N., Rings with involution, Chicago lectures in mathematics, University of
Chicago press, Chicago III USA (1976).

Koc, E., Some results in semiprime rings with derivation, Commun. Fac. Sci. Univ.
Ank. Series 62(1) (2013), 11-20.

Tiwari, S.K., Sharma, R.K. and Dhara, B., Some theorems of commutativity on
semiprime rings with mappings, Southeast Asian Bull. Math. 42 (2018), 579-592.



